
 NEA/RWM/FSC(2006)6/PROV 

 27

WORLDWIDE EXCHANGE OF NUCLEAR NEWS AND INFORMATION: NUCNET AS A 
RECEIVER AND PROVIDER 3  

John Shepherd, Executive Director, NucNet, Switzerland 

NucNet has been at the heart of the worldwide exchange of nuclear news and information since it was 
launched as an independent NGO 15 years ago. 

Today, NucNet continues to be recognised as a reliable and authoritative service for news and 
emergency information by the nuclear community, the media and the general public.  The network, which 
has member organisations in more than 4 countries who contribute to our information flow, has a duty to 
report all nuclear-related issues objectively and accurately. 

My task today is to try to give you an overview of experience from NucNet as a receiver and emitter 
of information and news based on electronic/web platforms. 

I would like to start by asking you to consider for a minute how some outsiders � the general public, 
media etc � have a picture in their minds of radioactive waste. 

To do this, let�s pay a visit to a site that is now a major, international decommissioning project and 
that was back in the spotlight again just a few months ago when the world remembered the 20th anniversary 
of the accident at Chernobyl. 

Some of the activities said to be going on at Chernobyl have been the subject of intense interest via 
the Internet in recent months � let me show you a very short video clip of what I am talking about: 

(projects Stalker game video of Chernobyl � final minute) 

What you have just seen is a promotional film for a video game, set in the future, which has as its 
theme mutants exposed to nuclear waste running around the Chernobyl site.  Those of you, like me, who 
have been to Chernobyl will understand this video game can only be described at best as exaggeration 
beyond fiction. 

However, although this game was not created for use by the anti-nuclear movement, the techniques it 
uses � dark settings and sounds, monsters, the shadows of the remains of the Chernobyl nuclear plant � is 
powerful imagery that can, if unchallenged, cause immense problems of perception among the general 
public (particularly the young generation) when it comes to dealing with waste management issues. 

So how can news and information on waste management be best packaged and processed � who 
should receiving the information � in what format � and for what reason? 

Perceptions of the media and the general public on nuclear power are largely positive at present. 
Concern for the environment and climate change has found its way onto political agendas too and nuclear 
is increasingly talked of as a �climate friendly� source of energy. 
                                                      
3. Transcription of speaker�s notes accompanying his slide presentation. 
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But the same cannot yet be said of issues concerning radioactive waste.  We frequently hear about the 
so-called �problem� of nuclear waste rather than the management �solutions� that are being investigated or 
put into place in a number of countries/ 

What do the general public know of radioactive waste and where do they get their information�?  
The internet is of course a key platform for promoting messages about nuclear waste just as it is with most 
other subject areas these days.  As a journalist myself, I think it is fair to say that it is usually those who are 
anti-nuclear who are frequently better at using the internet and other tools to get their negative message 
across. 

Pictures often say more than words ever can, like the photograph of rusting drums that our friends in 
Greenpeace use on their international website with reference to nuclear waste� 

The caption with this picture, written by Greenpeace is: �Rusting barrels of nuclear waste dumped by 
the UK (in the sea) between 1950 and 1963.� 

No wonder some members of the public and others start to believe the headlines that claim there are 
no �solutions� to dealing with nuclear waste (other than, of course, to close down nuclear power 
operations). 

Let�s look at this issue from the perspective of an emitter or communicator of information� what 
tools and devices are out there to help give a true and positive account of radwaste management activities? 

The internet has to be first on my list � and I have heard a number of you yesterday and today 
discussing how best to use websites to interact with the public and others about waste management 
projects.  That�s good. 

You should also look at the language you use and the approach you take to explaining an issue.  For 
example, the media will hardly ever join you in using words such as �safe disposal� or �final storage site�.  
It is not usually in a journalist�s vocabulary and editors will often prefer the word �DUMP�.  To be fair, 
it�s probably used in newspapers and so on because it�s a nice, short, dramatic word.  I would not spend too 
much time worrying how to change that for the time being.  Instead concentrate on getting a positive 
message across, in doing so, it is also useful to think about who best can help you put that message across, 
who is best qualified to do so. 

For example, in a recent opinion poll here in France, only 10% of respondents thought that politicians 
were �credible� when talking about nuclear-related issues such as waste. 

Those who were perceived as most credible were citizen groups and medical personnel. 

So you may have to wine and dine your local members of parliament to inform them about a project, 
but that might not be the best person to have as someone to speak up on your behalf � think about it! 

Of course, at this point I should also make an advertisement for my own organisation. NucNet is 
designed so that organisations such as those you represent do not only receive news and information (and 
by that I mean �key� items of importance), but can also disseminate information through NucNet to your 
peers, the media and the public.  NucNet is also an excellent tool for exchanging and networking 
information. 

We also organise workshops/seminars at one or both of our two board meetings each year � the last 
was in May in Rome, and we were given an update on waste management and decommissioning activities 
in Italy by SOGIN and other agencies.  This aspect of networking is an excellent way of learning from the 
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experiences of others.  NucNet has wide access to a number of international organisations and often reports 
on the issues they face and the responses they receive. 

Monitoring of our website shows increased interest by people looking for credible sources of 
information � and the search terms �waste� and �spent fuel� are increasingly used. 

We also created a special, monthly electronic publication � Nuclear Waste Review- that summarises 
developments worldwide in the field of waste management (some copies of last month�s edition are here 
today if you wish to take one away with you).  A number of institutions such as the IAEA, the European 
Commission and others subscribe to this publication in particular. 

In conclusion, I would say that while there are bright prospects on the horizon for a rejuvenated 
nuclear new-build programme worldwide, attention will increasingly focus on waste management.  The 
two go hand-in-hand, the greatest supporters of new-build will still find it difficult to �sell� construction 
programmes and licensing extension programmes unless they can also say clearly how waste and spent fuel 
will be dealt with. 

In this room, we all know that the horizon looks equally bright for an exciting and innovative future 
for tackling issues of waste management, but we need to communicate what we know beyond this room � 
using the best tools we can find. I hope this morning I have given you some ideas for how to proceed. 


